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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed November 30, 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant's arguments regarding claims 8 and 15 are directed 
towards amendments which are not supported in the originally filed specification as 
described below. 

First, applicant argues that Rzeszewski fails to solve the same problem as 
applicant's invention (applicant's remarks, page 6, second paragraph and page 
7, lines 11-15). 

In response, as described below, the problem seeking to be solved by 
applicant is not met by the structure being claimed. The claimed limitations will 
actually introduce the problem of inconsistency by suspending the copying of 
data from the first to second database when a new list of services is available. 
Should the user access the second database when it has only been partially 
updated from the first because a new list of services was made available (as 
claimed), then the user will be presented with an inconsistent list of services. 

Second, applicant argues that Rzeszewski fails to disclose the copying 
from a first to second database is triggered by the reception of a new list of 
services (applicant's remarks, page 7, lines 5-7). 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant 
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relies (i.e., copying being triggered by the reception of a new list of services) are 
not recited in the rejected claims. Although the claims are interpreted in light of 
the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. 
See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). The 
claims merely recite copying the list of services from the first to second database 
when the entire list has been acquired, meaning the scope of the claim 
encompasses copying the list at any time after the acquisition of the list from the 
stream into the first database, and not immediately after and directly in response 
to the acquisition of said list. 

Third, applicant argues that Rzeszewski fails to disclose copying 
information from the first database to the second database be suspended during 
acquiring a new list of services (applicants remarks, page 7, lines 7-9). 

In response, Rzeszewski discloses suspending any copying of information 
from the database to VRAM until it is verified that the most recent services data 
has been received (col. 5 line 56 - col. 6 line 30, specifically col. 6, lines 15-30), 
which meets the claimed limitations of suspending the copying of information 
from the first database to the second database be suspended during acquiring a 
new list of services. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 
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The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 8 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claims contain subject matter that 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventors, at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. 

Regarding claim 8, the newly added limitation of "the copying being 
suspended during acquiring of a new list of services" on lines 8-9 is contrary to 
the invention as described in the originally filed specification. Claim 8 recites 
suspending the updating of contents of the second database when a new list of 
services is being acquired by the first database. However, the originally filed 
specification discloses just the opposite. Page 1 1 , lines 29-33 state "A pair of 
methods Lock/Unlock makes it possible to suspend/resume the updating of the 
database from the stream so that the Ul is temporarily furnished with a consistent 
image (although possible outdated) of the list of services." Page 16, lines 6-1 1 
state "In particular, if all the updates relating to the information of a given service 
are not performed at the same time in the restitution part, then inconsistencies 
may arise temporarily between data which have been updated and data which 
have not yet been updated." Lastly, page 16, lines 30-33 state "The pair of 
Lock/Unlock methods makes it possible to suspend/resume the updating of the 
database from the stream. Thus the user interface is furnished with a consistent 
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image of the list of services." From these passages, it is clear that the originally 
filed specification teaches only updating the restitution part (second database) 
when there is a complete set of data to transfer, preventing inconsistencies 
between updated and non-updated data in the restitution part. If the copying of 
data to the restitution part were to suddenly be suspended when the database is 
to be updated from the stream (as currently claimed), this would lead to said 
inconsistencies being presented to the user interface, which the originally filed 
specification seeks to avoid. 

Claim 15 suffers from the same deficiency, as the newly added limitation 
in lines 11-12 "means for suspending updating of the second database from the 
first database during acquiring a new list of services" results in the same data 
inconsistencies the originally filed specification seeks to avoid, as described 
above. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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5. Claims 8-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Rzeszewski et al. (5,699,125, of record) [Rzeszewski]. 

Regarding claim 8, Rzeszewski discloses a process for managing service 
data in a television system in which the service data are transmitted (col. 1, lines 
50-55), comprising a step of acquiring information containing a list of broadcast 
services and supplementary data relative to these services (col. 4, lines 26-37) 
and of storing the acquired information in a first database of a receiver (memory 
18, col. 5 line 56 - col. 6 line 5); wherein 
the process comprises the step of: 

copying information stored in the first database to a second 
database of the receiver for the updating of the said second 
database (VRAM, col. 6, lines 6-14), the copying being suspended 
during acquiring of a new list of services (data is not copied until 
the new list has been acquired, col. 6, lines 15-30); 
making the data stored in the said second database available to at 
least one application of the said receiver (the application with 
access to the second database is the one used for displaying the 
program guide information on the CRT, col. 6, lines 10-14); and 
when the acquired list of broadcast services changes, of acquiring 
the new list of services in the first database (when it is determined 
that the stored guide data is no longer current, col. 6, lines 15-30), 
and of copying the acquired list of broadcast services to the 
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second database when the entire list has been acquired in the first 
database (col. 6, lines 15-30, specifically lines 25-30). 



Regarding claim 9, Rzeszewski discloses the process according to claim 

8, wherein the updating of the second database is performed immediately after 
acquiring a service datum (col. 6, liens 15-30). 

Regarding claims 10 and 11, Rzeszewski discloses the process according 
to claims 8 and 9, wherein the updating of the second database is performed 
after a predetermined time interval after a request for acquisition of a service 
datum (there is inherently a time interval between completion of the updating of 
the first database in memory 18 and the updating of the same database into 
VRAM, col. 6, lines 15-30). 

Regarding claim 12, Rzeszewski discloses the updating of the second 
database is performed only following a request of an application (the database 
information is transferred to VRAM only upon request of the program guide 
application which is attempting to display a program guide on screen in response 
to a user request, col. 5 lines 30-45 and col. 6, lines 6-30). 

Regarding claim 13, Rzeszewski discloses the process according to claim 

9, wherein the moment of the update is dependent on the type of the service 
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datum (updating the information in the VRAM is dependent upon the channel to 
which the service datum is associated, as the updating step takes longer when 
the channel is not on the "select channel list", col. 5, lines 46-55 shows the 
updating taking place from a channel not on the "select channel list" and col. 6, 
lines 6-14 shows the updating taking place when the channel is on the "select 
channel list", and as shown in col. 6, lines 10-14, service datum of the type on 
the "select channel list" is loaded more quickly than service datum which is not of 
the type on the "select channel list"). 

Regarding claim 14, Rzeszewski discloses the process according to claim 
8, the process furthermore comprising the steps of: 

when a service changes, acquiring new supplementary 
information relating to this service (information that is not current 
is removed and updated with the current information, col. 6, lines 
19-23) and suspending the updating of the second database with 
the new supplementary information until a request of an 
application (the database information is transferred to VRAM only 
upon request of the program guide application which is attempting 
to display a program guide on screen in response to a user 
request, col. 5 lines 30-45 and col. 6, lines 6-30). 
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Regarding claim 15, Rzeszewski discloses a television receiver in a 
television system with transmission of service data (col. 1, lines 50-55), 
comprising: 

means for acquiring information containing a list of broadcast 
service and supplementary data relative to these services (col. 5, 
lines 30-45, wherein the list and data is described col. 4, lines 26- 
57); 

means for storing information in a first service database (memory 
18, col. 5 line 56 - col. 6 line 5); 

means for copying the acquired list of broadcast services to a 

second database (VRAM, col. 6, lines 6-14); 

detection means of a change to the list of broadcast services (col. 

6, lines 19-23), the detection means controlling the means for 

copying the list of broadcast services (program 30 running the 

process shown in fig. 3, col. 5, lines 30-45); and 

means for suspending updating of the second database from the 

first database during acquiring of a new list of services (data is not 

copied in VRAM until the new list of services has been acquired, 

col. 6, lines 15-30). 

Conclusion 



6. The following are suggested formats for either a Certificate of Mailing or 
Certificate of Transmission under 37 CFR 1 .8(a). The certification may be included with 
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all correspondence concerning this application or proceeding to establish a date of 
mailing or transmission under 37 CFR 1 .8(a). Proper use of this procedure will result in 
such communication being considered as timely if the established date is within the 
required period for reply. The Certificate should be signed by the individual actually 
depositing or transmitting the correspondence or by an individual who, upon information 
and belief, expects the correspondence to be mailed or transmitted in the normal course 
of business by another no later than the date indicated. 
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Certificate of Mailing 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States Postal Service with 
sufficient postage as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

on . 

(Date) 

Typed or printed name of person signing this certificate: 



Signature: 



Registration Number: 

Certificate of Transmission 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being facsimile transmitted to the United States Patent and 

Trademark Office, Fax No. (703) - on . 

(Date) 

Typed or printed name of person signing this certificate: 



Signature: 



Registration Number: 

Please refer to 37 CFR 1 .6(d) and 1 .8(a)(2) for filing limitations concerning 
facsimile transmissions and mailing, respectively. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dominic D. Saltarelli whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7302. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:00am - 
4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller can be reached on (571) 272-7353. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Dominic Saltarelli 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2611 
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